The article presents an analysis of the practice of awarding degrees in Russia in the 1830s. The author considered legal and regulatory acts, memoirs and archival documents and studied the ways of climbing the academic or bureaucratic ladders, which were open to graduates. The article describes some typical and atypical cases of degree awards. The analysis revealed the turbulent way that the state regulated this sphere, and the existence of alternative ways of acquiring an academic degree, which made it possible for a Minister of Education to interfere in the procedures for academic attestation.
Historians tend to refer to the procedure of academic attestation, which the characters of historical narratives had undergone, as established general 'rules of the game'. At the same time, evidence from archival sources caused me doubt this and suggested that in the first half of the 19 th century, academic attestation took place within a poorly defined legal field. University administrators had a contradictory set of regulations, decrees and circular letters. These were initiated not only by the bureaucrats but also by university professors. It seems that active legal work was initiated by the universities crisis in the late 1820s, and the resultant staff reform of the late 1820s -early 1830s. If my hypothesis is correct, the results of academic attestation were unpredictable in these circumstances. There were no universal rules and requirements for applicants and university experts were examiners. Everything was situational and depended on certain circumstances, determined by the opinions of the members of a particular faculty board, the personal engagement and activity of some officials, and even on the speed of personal communications. A combination of these variables determined an applicant's luck.
In this article, I reveal various legal ways and loopholes of acquiring an academic degree in the Russian universities of the early 1830s. This time was the apogee of Nicholas I's rule and a period immediately after Sergey Uvarov had been appointed Minister of National Education.
Legal web
A study of the early 19 th century legal acts on to academic attestation demonstrated the existence of a number of options available to those who applied for academic degrees. More options emerged in the late 1820s and the mid 1830s.
In the early 19 th century, the local foundation charters and the charters of 1803 -1804
were in place. These charters set out the general procedures of attestation and established three degrees, for a candidate, a master, and a doctor, as introduced by the decree 'On the structure of High schools' 5 on 24 January 1803. The regulations on academic degree awarding of 1819 allowed the procedure of academic attestation to be universal for the entire Russian Empire. This introduced an additional degree (of an actual student) and established a succession of degrees and the order of academic attestation. The text contained the criteria of the expert knowledge that applicants were expected to meet. Moreover, the regulations distributed the 'disciplines' between faculties. A degree could be awarded at any of the four faculties of theology, law, medicine and philosophy, where the latter consisted of two departments; physics and mathematics, and ethics and philology 6 . However, this division did not correspond to the actual structure of imperial universities, which did not only deviate from those described by the regulations, but were also unique to each university 7 .
The staff crisis that occurred at universities in the late 1820s stimulated the emergence of two projects for professorial training, by Georg Friedrich Parrot and Mikhail Speransky. Parrot, a member of the Academy of Sciences in St Petersburg, a restorer of the University of Dorpat and its first rector, addressed the government and pointed out that although the universities of Moscow, Kharkov and Kazan' had been in existence for a quarter of a century and 10 millions of rubles had been spent on them, they 'did not produce what is necessary for the fruitful existence of these universities -namely, a class of native Russian professors worthy of the name of scholar' 8 . Therefore, he suggested that an institute for professorial training should be established at the University of Dorpat, with 15 students who had graduated from Russian universities.
Within in seven years, after five years of studies at the Dorpat, a master's dissertation and a twoyear course at a university in Europe, they were to replace all professors (except rectors). The then Minister Alexandr Shishkov and some members of the Committee for the Establishment of Schools were against the project. The rest offered to amend the document. As a result, the project and opinions of it were presented to Nicholas I. The Emperor ordered 20 students to be selected and trained for professorship, and maintained that the training period be reduced to four years (two years at the Dorpat and two at a university in Europe) 9 .
After five months, the Emperor approved the plan to train law students. Another of the university officials' initiatives to change the rules of academic attestation emerged in February of 1831. Erdmann reported to the board that graduates who passed the examinations and were sent to study overseas should, according to the law, submit dissertations.
However, in the professor's opinion, the graduates did not have time to write 'well-grounded discourses', and Erdmann's colleagues supported him. At a meeting of the University Council it was decided that after passing the degree examinations, the graduates of the Professorial Institute were to go and study abroad, where 'on top of other things' they were to write dissertations.
These were to be defended upon the young scholars' return to Russia, at the Dorpat or any other university in the Russian Empire. However, on 13 March 1831, Lieven challenged them, maintaining that the Institute's graduates already had enough privileges and remarked that in his opinion, the young scholars had sufficient time to prepare and defend their dissertations 14 .
Other special rulings on the graduates of the Professorial Institute also emerged later. In
July 1835, the first graduates of the Institute who did not hold doctoral degrees returned from
Europe. There were three Masters' students (economist Alexandr Chivilev, historian Mikhail Kutorga and physicist Vassily Lapshin), and two candidates (philologist Vladimir Pecherin and economist Victor Poroshin). The Minister had issued a new decree especially for them, which was published on 23 July 1835, three days before the publication of a new university charter.
The decree stated the university's desire to 'reduce' multi-staged forms of tests, so that young scholars could be quickly employed in university departments. It is interesting that while trying to achieve this, Uvarov referred to Speransky's project and recommended that the rules created for law students be used to test the scholars 15 . The examinations were to take place at the University of St Petersburg.
At the same time, officials from the 2 nd Department demanded privileges for their own graduates. In 1833, the first group of young lawyers who had studied in Berlin returned, and the 12 Ibid., fol. 1. 13 Ibid., fol. 1 v. 14 Ibid., fol. Moreover, from August to September 1835, the new charter's rules on academic attestation came to force (the charter as a whole had been in force since 1837). In general, these rules were specifying, and reflected the results of how attestation had been practiced until the 1830s, although there were some differences. For example, the degree of 'student' was abolished and three remained: candidate, master and doctor. The most important change was the requirement for those applying to a professorial position to hold a doctoral degree 22 . It should be noted that as far as the University of Dorpat was concerned, it had been a requirement for a However, this suggestion was a suggestion rather than an order ('in cases that would arise, wherever possible') and so was not carried out. It seems that, by 1835, professors had forgotten about it entirely, and so the presence of this requirement in the 1835 charter created panic among the university lecturers who did not hold these necessary degrees.
It seems that having realized the scale of catastrophe and wanting to maintain talented young lecturers without degrees at universities, Minister Uvarov initiated a special decree.
According to his decree, university adjuncts could be awarded doctoral degrees without taking examinations, but they were required to write and defend dissertations publicly 25 . Therefore, by the late 1820s and early 1830s, the Russian Empire's legal field embraced at least nine official, but unconnected trajectories of academic attestation, on top of the specific legislative acts which regulated the awarding of ecclesiastical and medical degrees 27 :
1) Local university charters (1803, 1804 and 1820)
2) The 'regulations of academic degree awarding', 20 January 1819, which were applicable to all universities
3) The permission for graduates of the Professorial Institute to defend theses in their fields of knowledge, 11 November 1830
4) The permission for Speransky's students to be attested according to a special programme, 15 December 1833
5) The permission for Speransky's students to replace dissertations with publicly defending theses, 13 May 1835
6) The decree on a special programme for five graduates from the Professorial Institute 
Drawing of individual trajectories
Within this polyphony of legal initiatives in the field of academic attestation, which did not often correspond to the structures of universities or to the specialists they had, each applicant rarely fitted into the ideal framework prescribed by the law. More often, a young scholar had to maneuver between various programmes and guess the rules established by the authorities while drawing their own individual trajectory to acquire a degree and building an academic career. the aforementioned graduates were obliged to compose dissertations, and which topic was selected by each of them' 30 . Soon after, the Minister learned that 'in 1835 no order had been given to that extent, but now the Faculty of Law was told to demand answers from students who were employed by the university as lecturers' 31 . In his suggestion on 10 July, addressed to the curators of the educational districts, Uvarov set a one year deadline for the defense of dissertations by Speransky's former students. In late October, the curator at the University of St Petersburg informed the Ministry about Yakov Barshev, Alexander Kranihfeld and Petr
Kalmykov's dissertation themes and also wrote that Kalmykov, 'in place of the theme 'Historical description of the state institutes of civil administration in Russia' had instead chosen the topic 'The development of fundamental ideas of property and treaties, with an introduction to legal studies' 32 . In late December, the Minister received a letter from the curator of Moscow, Sergey Stroganov, to inform him about Redkin's enormous teaching load, which made it impossible for him to complete the dissertation in time. There were similar requests to prolong the preparation period for the dissertations, which were made in mid-summer of 1839, when the deadline for the dissertations' completion and submission, as set by Uvarov, was approaching. As a result, the Minister postponed the deadline for another year 33 .
However, the situation had hardly changed a year later. In response to a new inquiry by the Ministry, on 6 December 1840 the curator of Moscow maintained that Redkin had been working on rearranging his lectures about various subjects. When this had been done, the young professor 'was able to set some time, however short, for the publication of a work within a field of his department and was hoping to fulfill the authorities' requirement in May 1842' 34 . In January 1841, Kalmykov, sent the dean of his faculty a letter, in which he referred to the administrative duties performed by the director of the 1 st Gymnasium, and promised to complete dissertation on the 'main foundations of property and civil treaties' during the 'winter break'.
Nevertheless, the young professor's dissertation was submitted only in May 1842 and was discussed by the faculty. A review of Kalmykov's dissertation entitled 'On the symbolism of law in general and of Russian law in particular' survived; it was written on 30 November 1842 by a professor of the Faculty of Law Ignaty Ivanovsky, who was a graduate of the Professorial Institute, 35 .
The story of the economist Alexandr Chivilev's academic attestation was a quintessence of legal confusion and unpredictability. The decree of 31 December 1835, which enabled university adjuncts to be awarded 'approved and printed' 47 by the university printing press, in order to award him with the degree university, and deputies from the board were present. The professors concluded that Chivilev was worthy of the degree in question. After a few days, they prepared and sent all the documents necessary to the Minister through the curator, and expected a response to the curator of the district's report from the Minister, which would confirm Chivilev's degree 48 . It seemed that all formalities had been observed, and nothing suggested a storm was about to break. Therefore, because the programmes had been implemented, the Imperial universities acquired young professors with doctoral degrees. According to data from the Ministry, over five years (1832 -1837) Russia had 372 candidates, 19 Master's student and 20 doctoral students.
Seven of these were at the University of Dorpat in 1833; 12 were from the University of St Petersburg in 1835, and one other was there in 1836. In the next five years (1837 -1843) 29 doctoral students, 33 Master's students and 638 candidates were added to this 50 . This growth required that the procedure of academic attestation be developed further. In the process, the dissertation acquired the status of original scholarly research 51 , which needed to be evaluated, and a new generation of professors learned to be loyal servants of the state.
From the late 1820s to the mid 1830s, there was a redistribution of power between actors of academic attestation. It was entirely different from the 1810s and 1820s, where professors played the main role in awarding degrees and the Minister's intervention was minimal. In the early 1830s, young scholars knew from personal experience that many (if not all) academic
